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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

2. Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by Ten 
Pierick et al (US 6,348,819). 

Regarding claim 1, Ten Pierick et al discloses a control circuity 0) for controlling 
an electrical signal over a load(load circuit(4)) such as a deflection circuit of a Cathode 
Ray Tube, comprising a first transistor(switch) for switching the electrical signal over the 
load (4), wherein the load coupled to a collector and an emitter of the first 
transistor and wherein the control circuit(3) comprises a resonance circuit is coupled to 
a basis and the emitter f the first transistor for driving the first transistor, a power supply 
which is coupled to the resonance circuit for driving the resonance circuit , a pulse 
generating circuit which is coupled to the power supply and the resonance circuit , and a 
processing tunit with a memory unit characterised in that, the memory unit 
is arranged to be loaded with control information concerning predetermined 
states of the load and measurement circuit for corresponding predetermined optimal 
control adjustments of the power supply and/or the pulse generating circuit , wherein the 
processing unit is arranged for optimally controlling the electrical signal by controlling 
the first transistor via the power supply and/or via the pulse generating circuit 
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for an actual state of the load on the basis of the control information loaded in 
the memory unit. See figures 1-4, col.2, lines 65-67 to col.6, lines 1-48. 

Regarding claim 2, Ten Pierick et al discloses a control circuit for controlling an 
electrical signal over a load, the pulse generating circuit is arranged for generating a 
pulse signal for switching the first transistor via the resonance circuit . See figure 2. 

Regarding claim 3, Ten Pierick et al discloses , the processing unit is coupled to 
the power supply for controlling the power supply. See figures 1-2. 

Regarding claim 4, Ten Pierick et al discloses the control circuit for controlling the 
pulse generating circuit wherein the pulse generating circuit is arranged for pulse-width 
modulation of the pulse signal. See figures 1-4. 

Regarding claim 5, Ten Pierick et al discloses the control circuit for controlling an 
electrical signal , the pulse generating circuit comprises a second transistor 
, a pulse generator which is coupled to a basis and an emitter of the second 
transistor and a transformer wherein a first coil f the transformer is coupled to the power 
supply and a collector of the second transistor and wherein a second coil of the 
transformer is coupled to the resonance circuit. See figure 2. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
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subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

4. Claims 6-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Prior 
art in view of Ten Pierick et al (US 6,348,819). 

Regarding claims 6-7, Ten Pierick essentially discloses the claimed invention but 
does not explicitly disclose that the usages in LCR circuit or microprocessor and 
memory a digital EEPROM. It would have been an obvious matter of design choice to 
employ Ten Pierick in any desired interest environment in order to maximize the usage 
of his invention, since applicant does not disclose that, all of these limitations can solve 
any stated problem and for any particular purpose. Therefore, it appears that the 
invention would not provide any improvement but merely apply the invention in different 
presentation. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claim 8 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: 

Prior art does not teach that, the control circuit f having the steps of: coupling the 
basis and the emitter of the first transistor with factory measurement and control 
equipment; coupling the processing unit with factory measurement and control 
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equipment; adjusting the load in an actual state of the load wherein the actual state of 
the load is one of the predetermined states of the load; adjusting the power supply (18) 
of the control circuit in a number of subsequent control adjustments of the power 
supply (1 8) for the actual state of the load with the factory measurement and control 
equipment, wherein the factory measurement and control equipment adjusts the 
processing unit, and wherein the processing unit controls the power supply in a number 
of Control adjustments of the power supply ; measuring voltage response characteristics 
with the basis and the emitter of the first transistor (8) for each of the number of control 
adjustments of the power supply for the actual state of the load with the factory 
measurement and control equipment; selecting an optimal control adjustment from the 
number of control adjustments of the power supply for the actual state of the load on 
the basis of the measured voltage response characteristics with the factory 
measurement and control equipment; storing control information relating to the optimal 
control adjustment for the actual state of the load in the memory unit of the control 
circuit with the factory measurement and control equipment recited in dependent claim 
8. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure Hasegawa (US 6,046,623) and Suda et al (US 5,397,914) are 
cited to show a driving circuit for CRT. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Examiner Minh A whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1817. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (5:30 -2:30 PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone is unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Don Wong, can be reached on (571) 272-1834. The fax phone numbers for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9306 for 
regular communications and (703) 872-9319 for final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should 
be directed to the Technology Center receptionist whose telephone number is (571 ) 



272-1553. 
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